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UNITED STATES TRADEMAREK PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
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REGUEST FOR EXTENSION OF TIME TO FILE APPEAL BRIEF

vissioner for Trademarks
{\.‘\ § k .{\QSQ&' e -

Arlington, VA 27

Drear Siror Madam:

a3

Applicant, Rotary Internationsl, by and through it undersigned counsel, herby

reguests a sixty (60) day extonsion of ime in which o » ke 15 briet on appeal in thus ea

As grounds in support of this reguest for extension of time, Applicant asserts that
additional time s needed 1o confer with the xamining Atlorney in this case per lis
mvitatinn in s dendal of Applicant’s Request for Reconsideration. Inthe E:\"mx‘zining
Attorney’s denial of Applicant’s Request for Recopsideration, the Bxamining Allomey
states i Appiimm wonlsd fike to address this fssue via telephone, or has questions aboat

nlease telephone the assigned trademark examining agomey ¢ trpetly at the

has now repeived insiruetions from Apphsant to
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atterapt 1o work with the Examining Attorpey o come ap with an acceptable rectiation of

sorvices. There are two phrases within the inttiad recitation of services that rnain at

issue with the ing Attorney.

varnining Attorney will not accept the phrase “club serviees, namely,

organizing, supervising and guiding the formation of clubs for philanthropic,

fumaniiarian, service and educational purposes,” Applicant wishes o call to the



Examining Anormey’s attention the fact that this language has been avcepted by the

LSPTO and allowed in seven other companion marks registered by Apphcant.

S;}eciificaiiy, thig mmg» was acceptzd n Registration Nos, 2389358, 2,302,027,

PRIt
I

232008 2 26 109 and 2,303,750 owned by Applicant.

i un effort 1o promote consistent decisiony among companion apphications pursnant {0

31, Applicant’s counsel is altempling 1o speak with the Examining

g
Atiorney to gain his approval of this phrase as used in the recttation of services,

Second, the other p'é‘nfs.sse in the initial reciation of services that is still at issue
with the Exantining Adtorney is “online information services relating to edocation and

oty

entertainment.” The Examining Attomey initially objeciad to this language and asked

that it be amensded 1o “providing onling information in the field of education and

guterfainment, namely, ™ in his May 28, 2006 office achon

In Applicant’s response 1o the office action filed on November 22, 2006, Appheant
sought to amend this plrase to “providing online education and enteriainnient

'Y

information in the field of philanthropic, humanitarvian and service aetivities.” On

Sanuary B, 2007, the Examining Attorney fssuod o second and final office action refusing

i, W

the amended phrase presented by Applicant i its November 22, 2006 office action

€N ¥

response, The Brandning Auorney refused the amended fanguage because it constdered

sifipation in another class, other than lnternational Class 41,

ihe amendment 1o roquire ois
The Examining Attorney had reguested Applicant to spectfy the fiel ds of'its “providing
online information in the feld of education and entertainment” services, yot wher
Applicant provided the felds, then the Exanining Attorney sad that those tields pulled
that portion of the recitation of services into other classes, Thus, Applicantis stiil feft
frying to come up with a feld description that is scceptable to the Exam ining Attomey
withont requiring clussification in another class. Applicant’s counsel wishes o speak

with the Examindug Attomey regarding a proposed resoluiion o this matle before

x

continging with the appeal as such offorts may go a long way in resolving this impasse

withoat the nesd {0 take up the time and resources of the Board,
As this is Appleant’s first request for an extension of tme w file iy appead briet

PR

and hecase Applicant believes there is good vause for granting an extension ol time



under the civetmatanves, Apphican: beligves the extension reguest s well taken and
sents favorable action.

Respectiully submitted,

ROTARY INTERNATIONAL
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